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Jason Hirschman 




DATE RAPE AND CONDOM-COVERED CUCUMBERS 


a n*t the University Administration at 

LEAST ADHERE TO A SEVEN DAY WAITING 
PERIOD BEFORE INTRObuCING FIRST-YEARS 


TO HYPOCRISY AND POOR TASTE? 



Unfortunately, the orientation week pro¬ 
duction, “Ask B. Well” intends to break 
that waiting period with a barrage of ill- 
conceived jokes and poor advice. 

“Ask B. Well” is sponsored by the Peer 
Health Educators, Alcohol and Drug Abuse 
Prevention Team, University Theater and 
our improv group. “Ask B. Well” sub¬ 
scribes to the usual talk show format; some 
of the issues covered include peer pressure, 
alcohol, drugs, acquaintance rape, and sex. 
Attendance of all first-years is required by 
the University. 

If the advance screening given to O- 
Aides is any indication, the program prom¬ 
ises to be at times humorous and helpful. 
Some parts, however, are just inappropri¬ 
ate. 

This is a university supposedly troubled 
by the occurrence of acquaintance and date 
rape. In fact, participants in the “Ask B. 
Well” production cite an oft-repeated “fact” 
— that one in four women in college are 
the victim of rape or attempted rape. The 
same production, however, contains two 
“Virgins,” one a professed nerd and the 
other an obvious dweeb. No one else in the 
production is so maligned. 

What is the message being presented 
here? That date rape is a terrible thing, but 
being a virgin is almost as bad? Portraying 
the two “Virgins” as uncool and unattrac¬ 
tive is not going to inspire impressionable 
first-year guys to respect the opposite sex. 
An^^h^Universityjs^oin^^e^uir^ 


first-years to participate in orientation pro¬ 
grams about date rape, it should at least 
give them correct statistics — the one in 
four number is pure nonsense. That figure 
hails from a heavily criticized 1985 Ms. 
magazine survey. Almost three-quarters of 
the rape victims surveyed by Ms. them¬ 
selves did not characterize their experience 
as rape. Almost half later slept — that is, 
after the rape — with their supposed “rap¬ 
ist.” 

Date and acquaintance rape is a serious 
problem, but let’s be reasonable. The idea 
that all men are potential rapists is ridicu¬ 
lous. Citing “facts” that suggest that men 
are somehow aggressive and stalk upon 
25% of the female college population 
present an inaccurate portrait of male-fe¬ 
male relationships. In a university which 
cherishes the intellectual and feeds off pla¬ 
tonic relationships, must we broadcast 
misleading data that prevents those kinds 
of bonds from forming? The two nerds, 
furthermore, will not be more charismatic 
or better people when they cease being 
virgins. At the University of Chicago, as it 
should be at all institutions of higher learn¬ 
ing, what is most important is the ideas you 
bring to the classroom, not the experience 
you bring to the bedroom. 

Orientation should not be about intro¬ 
ducing first-years to “Latex Women,” with 
her show-and-tell condom-covered cucum¬ 
ber and assortment of colored prophylac- 
tics. Why don’t we leave moral teachings to 


the real experts — parents? It should be 
about promoting the intellectual resources 
available, insisting on respect of others’ 
wishes and rights (so important in a dormi¬ 
tory), making friends, and meeting people. 
There’s nothing wrong with informing stu¬ 
dents of the health resources available and 
reminding them of proper behavior. But 
incorrect data that feeds the unreal date 
rape epidemic, degradation of traditional 
values and the presentation of an image of 
“coolness” is unnecessary and not wel¬ 


come. 


Students at the University, of Chicago 
can still can truthfully refer to this school at 
an institution of higher learning and not of 
indoctrination. The famed Chicago School 
of Economics originated here. We still read 
those stick-in-the-mud Dead White Men; 
albeit The Core Curriculum is slowly 
decaying. The 1000+ first-years compose 
the largest incoming class ever in the Col¬ 
lege. The University, it seems, can’t seem 
to control its appetite for more and more 
money. What students receive in return is 
larger classes, less opportunities for discus¬ 
sion, and a more impersonal atmosphere. 
It doesn’t seem a fair trade. 

Fortunately, you do receive a free lunch 
with The Whip. We don’t take a single 
dollar from the University to print this 
publication. None of our staff are on the 
University payroll. So you have an oppor¬ 
tunity to write what is truly happening, for 
better or for worse. The University of Chi¬ 
cago is a special place, unique in many 
ways, and we hope you’ll join us in our 
attempt to preserve its rare qualities. 
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Fred Salsbury Jr. 

A SELECTIVE GUIDE TO RSO'S 


C hicago is full of groups 

FOR ALMOST ANY INTER- 
BIST. We hope that this 
GUIDE ALONG WITH OUR RATING 
SYSTEM (SEE BOTTOM OF PAGE) 
WILL GIVE YOU AN INKLING OF 

THE OPPORTUNITIES AVAILABLE. 

Academicians for Animal Welfare: 

★★ 

Academians for Animal Welfare promotes your typical 
view of “animal rights.” In the past year, this group was 
involved with a protest against the use of animals in 
medical experiments at the University of Chicago Hospi¬ 
tals. Perhaps they should replace the animals with the 
Academicians. 

To be a bit more sensitive, what the Academicians for 
Animal Welfare should be doing is protesting the gas¬ 
trointestinal abuse of another animal — college students 
subjected to the ARA Food Service “nutrition on a stick.” 

American Civil Liberties Union: 

Where are these “card carrying members of the ACLU”? 
According to SAO lists there is a local chap ter of the ACLU 
at Chicago. Their activities, however, seem to be limited to 
occasionally passing out information and training Michael 
Dukakises-to-be in the Law School. 

Amnesty International: 

&&& ★★★ 

Amnesty International is devoted to protesting human 


rights abuses by governments and quasi-governmental 
groups. It derives its mission from the poorly conceived 
United Nations Declaration of Human Rights. (That’s 
right, the same United Nations which is currendy pump¬ 
ing starving Somalis full of lead.) Amnesty concentrates its 
attention on the admirable job of protecting individuals 
from governmental abuse. The local Amnesty chapter is a 
combination of Hyde Park locals and student activists, and 
holds business meetings on the first Monday of every 
month at 7:15 PM at the Crossroads International House. 
Letter writing campaigns occur on the third Monday of 
every month. 

UC Bisexual Union: 

★★★ 

The Bisexual Union functions as a social group for 
University of Chicago bisexuals. It often cosponsors events 
with the Gay and Lesbian Alliance (GALA). BGLAD week 
was one such series of events — a whole week celebrating 
homosexuality and homosexual political activism with a 
mock wedding, a kissing booth, and a dance. Good 
wholesome fun for children of all ages! 

The Chicago Society for Classical Liberalism: 

★★★ 

This organization w r as founded to promote classical 
liberal ideals on campus. The Chicago Society for Classical 
Liberalism several events last year focusing on homeless¬ 
ness, welfare, and the environment: all from a classical 
liberal perspective rather than the usual liberal view. 

The Society for Classical Liberalism and other similar 
organizations help serve as a counterweight against the 
leftist organizations which often attempt to dominate 
discussion of social issues. 


Democratic Socialists of America: 

Mao More Than Ever! Yes, believe it or not, there are 
people who still share socialisms mass delusions. Unlike 
the International Socialists Organization, the DSA is not 
very active on campus. Are they waiting for the second 
coming of Vladimir Lenin? Or perhaps they meet in 
seclusion in order to escape the oppressive bourgeois 
running dogs of fasco-capitalism? These guys are as out¬ 
dated as Beverly Hills 90210wi\l be in two years. 

UC Democrats: 

★★★★ 

UC Democrats promote the party of the “people” on 
campus by sponsoring Democratic speakers and other 
meetings Last year they helped organize a trip downtown 
to hear then-New Democrat Bill Clinton sing the praises 
of “fundamental change.” This local cheering group of the 
Democratic party is very liberal. The U C Democrats were 
actively working for the Carol Moseley Braun campaign 
and even succeeded in bringing Senator Braun to campus 
for a speech. 

The Edmund Burke Society: 

★★ 

The Edmund Burke Society, named after the famous 
British statesman, provides a forum for debate between 
conservatives. It has a reputation for catering to right-wins 
conservative law and graduate students: however. College 
students are invited to attend. While the majority of the 
Burke society’s activities consist of debate, the society also 
schedules occasional parties and serves alcohol — another 
enticement for joining. Be forewarned: tie and jacket is 

See RSO's on page 7 
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& $ca8s at political labels. Professes independence, 
r^irifeiSl^iis-' look' nice 

someday I’ll boy a pair... And when was the last time 1 

sUStAd3»%lfeasdie festeofBmliito i|§. 
Crunch. Owns pair of Bitkenstoeks, but keeps them 

(and alas, body) for six days, thereby achieving greasy 
“lived-in*look. Stinksofcigarettes. Other variety! straight- 
laced U of C students who secretly wish to be more 
'‘daring." like to use die word paradigm, fashion them¬ 
selves intellectuals, and scan the ViUagt Vote? fer “the 
trudi.* Prone to "deconstruct.* Prone to “self-destruct” 

Accepts one’s liberalism {but hasyet to seek 
necessary medical treatment). Can’t understand why 
people ate so dissatisfied with Bill Clinton. Ifonly people 
were as caring as I am! The world would be perfect! Once 
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of Woodstock. Owns and wears Biriesnstodfs, thereby 
adding to the visual pollution in die environment. Urns 
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Pour star people are a curious group, Male 
members of this exclusive club are secretly attracted to two 

or Kevin Costner. Female members are sectetlyattracted to 
two of the following? Susan Saradon, Susan Feludi, or 
Stsan Luect, Thinks in terms of “oppression." Can’t 
understand why anyone is exclusivdyheterosexual. Wishes 

^ttiild ehsprc'etiiiiali^'for at 

dons, except for those straight, cavemen conservatives — : 
paybacktimei';. jji .J- i'hfH 

Absolutely flaming. Thinks Walter Mon¬ 
dale and Michael Dukakis were radical right-wingers. Not 
prone to deconstructed or self-destruct. Already decon-. 
structed and destroyed. Throws up at mere mention of 
Ronald Reagan. Would reproduce fanatically to populate 
earth with like-minded leftists, but already fears that earth 

Is over-populated. Actually thinks Hilary Healthcare wall 

■ 
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Doesn't even poster flyers in Cobb. 

ikik Busts and docs some stuff. If yon pay 
careful attention you might actually notice one of 

i|i|^|Hdids events on a regular basis anti 
makes an impact on campus. Most students will 
be aware of thesegroups, butmay not alwaysfcnow 
the group's purpose. Not only posts flyers* but on 


These groups are very noticeable on 

eamp^l'lll^ 

damn flyers, yond dai^iheywetet^KHltio- 
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The few five star groupsarC large enough that the 
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OU THINK TUITION IS EX- - 

fiS'-V:. 

pensive now? Just be 

GLAD YOU’RE NOT IN THE 


Class of 2015. 

If the rate of tuition increase for the past few years isany 
indication, those unlucky first-years (if that term is still in 
use — it might offend the chronologically dispossessed) 
will be using their Apple Newton, Version 6.2 to electroni¬ 
cally transfer about $50,000 a year to U. of C. Inc. And 
that doesn’t even include room, board, or books — only 
tuition. 

That’s only fifteen years from now. Today you fortunate 
first-years can expect to pay only $20,815 for tuition in 
your senior year. That’s only a 15% increase in four 
years... 




Tuition: 

Going Up and Up and Up 



15- 

10 - 


* *mmm 


Universal University Care? If the health industry 
is being socialized, why not the higher education indus¬ 
try? They both cost a lot. They both have seen tremen¬ 
dous price increases over the past decade. They both are 









r - |g I highly regulated and already have a lot of gov- 
' ernment intrusion (maybe, just maybe, that’s 
the problem). Wonder why all the academics 
who designed HillaryCare aren’t begging for 
the federal government to take over Harvard, 
Yale and the University of Chicago? After all, 
100,000 for tuition is a lot to ask for. 

Imagine how cheap and efficient the U of C would be if 
it only offered four majors, rid itself of these low volume 
textbooks for texts from two year community colleges. 
What about replacing our inefficient, small Common Core 
tlasses with huge lecture hall classes? We could save a 
bundle! , A 


Bored? Just be glad you’re not playing o-weeks 
games at the University of Delaware. During their 
Resident Assistant training program, R.A.S are intro¬ 
duced to an activity called Star Power, to help make 
them into “foot soldiers of diversity.” (So what does 
that make the freshman, cannon fodder?) 

To play Star Power, participants are divided into 
three social strata: circles, squares and triangles. The 
squares have much power and privilege (the rich), the 
circles are neither oppressed nor indulged with special 
privilege (middle class), and the triangles must abide by 
unfair rules and restricted privileges (supposedly, the 
poor). 

In order to get ahead (or even to stay where you are) 
you have to cheat. The kicker: only the squares (the 
rich) can cheat, and all the rest of the participants 
eventually become the poor triangles. That leads the 
triangles to revolutionary fervor and forces redistribu¬ 
tion, except that the moderator (who wears a special T- 
shirt with the word OPPRESSED scrawled across it) 
steps in to end the game. 

Makes Chicago’s Physical Education Tests lookgood 
in comparison, doesn’t it? 

Let’s be frank: Government controlling health care 
would be like our ARA Food Service controlling all 
food distribution and preparation. It may taste o.k. for 
a few days (very few), but sooner or later, you’re going 
to despise it. You start looking for a way out. Check out 
our comparison table for yourself — and the next time 
you think Clinton's health care proposal sound prom¬ 
ising, think how good ARA food tastes. 


UNIVERSAL HEALTH CARE VERSUS ARA FOOD SERVICE 


Yes 

No 


Yes 

No 

□ 

0 

Spurs innovation? 

□ 

0 

0 

□ 

Limited selection 

0 

□ 

0 

□ 

Lower quality than private business? 

0 

□ 

0 

□ 

Have to pay even if you don't use it? 

0 

□ 

0 

□ 

Have to wait in line? 

0 

□ 

□ 

0 

Your way, right amyl 

□ 

0 

□ 

0 

Cheap? 

□ 

0 
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VOLUNTEER WORK AT THE U OF C 

ft -■ 


W HETHER FOR A FEW HOURS A QUARTER OR 
EVERY WEEK) THE NUMEROUS VOLUNTEER 
■hhh OPPORTUNITIES AT THE UNIVERSITY OF 

Chicago offer students a chance to help the 

LOCAL COMMUNITY. 



A HELPING HAND: SCOTT LARSON TUTORING NICHOLAS HOLUS AT THE BLUE GARGOYLE 


Besides the satisfaction that comes from 
doing good, community service provides a 
reality check, reminding us that not all 
people have the same opportunities.The 
following is a description of several of the 
service opportunities at the University. 

The University Community Service 
Center funded by the Student Activities 
Office, is a student-run office at 1178 East 
58th Street. Its purpose, according to staff 
member Omar McRoberts, is “to try to 
make service opportunities accessible to 
students and the university community.” 
He estimates that half the students in the 
College are involved in some form of com¬ 
munity service during the academic year. 

The Center maintains an extensive file of 
student volunteer projects and can refer 
students to service opportunities in their 
particular field of interest. It also will assist 
groups that want to participate in a volun¬ 
teer activity by organizing logistical details. 
The Center is sponsoring a Community 
Service Fair on November 18 to bring 
together students and community organi¬ 
zations. 

Ongoing projects at the Center include 
collecting books for a library on urban 
problems, and accepting clothing, non- 
perishable food items, and other practicali¬ 
ties for the needy. 

Another goal of the Center, says Mr. 


McRoberts, is “encouraging commu¬ 
nity service outreach in the classroom 
through experiential learning with the high¬ 
lighting of academic themes through com¬ 
munity service.” As a correlation to learn¬ 
ing in the classroom, the Center is sponsor¬ 
ing the following activities: 

The Chicago Community Orienta¬ 
tion Series is a succession of four tours of 
Chicago communities that will take place 
each quarter. According to Mr. McRob¬ 
erts, the free tours are being offered as “a 
supplement to Orientation Week, allow¬ 
ing students from all walks of life to come 
together in a people-oriented situation.” 
The tours will highlight the social, political 
and economic issues found in these diverse 
neighborhoods. 

The University Community Service 
Institute brings interested students to¬ 
gether to discuss pre-assigned readings ad¬ 
dressing service, community, and social 
issues. The Center also is one of the places 
where students can buy vouchers for the 
homeless. Sponsored by the South Side 
Commodities Exchange, the vouchers cost 
only fifty cents and try to ensure students 
that their donation is not being used for 
alcohol or drugs. The vouchers can be 
redeemed by the homeless at neighbor¬ 
hood stores and throughout the city for 
necessities. They also can be purchased at 


the Divinity School Coffee Shop, the Uni¬ 
versity Bookstore, and Kinkos. Students 
who want further information about the 
University Community Service Center are 
invited to attend its open house on Octo¬ 
ber 14 from four to six. 

Another organization that provides vol¬ 
unteer opportunities to students is the Blue 
Gargoyle. Founded in 1968 by Divinity 
School students, the organization has ex¬ 
panded to include paid staffers and ap¬ 
proximately six hundred volunteers. 

All of the Blue Gargoyle’s programs re¬ 
quire a 2-3 hour a week commitment. The 
biggest program that the Gargoyle runs is 
individual tutoring. This program matches 
volunteers with students who are seven to 
eighteen years old and are from the South 
Side. This program is one of the only free 
tutor programs on the South Side. Staff 
member Carolyn Dame says, “The parents 
know this program well, and we always 
have awaiting list. There are never enough 
volunteers.” 

Another program at the Blue Gargoyle 
is GED tutoring. This program assists 
teenagers who have no t been able to receive 
their high school diploma. The program 
takes place from 10-12 in the morning, 
Monday through Thursday. Volunteers 
are assigned to one or two students or can 
do varied activities such as making presen¬ 
tations to students on different topics, such 
as current events. 

Volunteers for the above programs are 
mainly undergraduate students. The Adult 
Literacy Program, however, also has many 
community member volunteers. The vol¬ 
unteers work with adults who want to 
improve their literacy skills. According to 
Carolyn Dame, “Most students are about 
thirty years old, and read at or below the 
third grade level.” 

The above programs all take place at the 
Blue Gargoyle. The Gargoyle also offers 


the following off-site voluntary opportuni¬ 
ties: 

The Fiske Elementary School Tutoring 
Program, located at 61st and Ingleside, 
needs volunteers to tutor children from 4th 
to 8th grade afterschool on Tuesday and 
Thursday from 2:30 to 3:30. 

The Volunteers in the Classroom pro¬ 
gram at Kozminski Academy at 54th and 
Ellis needs volunteers to work with teach¬ 
ers in tutoring, helping with science projects, 
teaching art and music, etc. 

The Hyde Park Neighborhood Club, 
located at 55th and Kimbark, provides 
several afterschool programs for children 
in K-8th grade. Volunteers are needed to 
assist in tutoring and facilitating from 5-6 
P.M. 

For those who want to experience first 
hand the environment of several children 
in Hyde Park, there is the Ida B. Wells 
Tutoring Program. Volunteers are trans¬ 
ported from the Blue Gargoyle to the hous¬ 
ing project on Monday and Wednesday 
and tutor elementary school children in 
reading, writing, and arithmetic from three 
to five. 

Those people interested in learning more 
about the Blue Gargoyle’s programs can 
visit its table at Student Activities Night. 

Other volunteer organizations at the uni¬ 
versity include The Giving Tree, which 
organized several food and clothing drives 
last year, sponsored a Homelessness Day, 
and participated in Cabrini Alive-a pro¬ 
gram to fix up apartments in the housing 
project-and Habitat for Humanity which 
works on two or three sites in the Chicago- 
land area and sponsored an alternative 
spring break to work in Pilsen, a low in¬ 
come neighborhood in Chicago. 

The volunteer opportunities at U of C 
are numerous, join and make a difference! 
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William Dale 


THE CONTRADICTIONS OF HEALTH CARE REFORM 

T 


HERE ARE THREE STANDARDS BEING SET FORTH 
FOR ANY PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE U.S. 


■■ HEALTH CARE SYSTEM. 

Each one sounds benign enough — There is obviously more desire—and even 

outright “need”—for medical care than 


even positive — when mentioned in isola¬ 
tion. They’re usually kept far enough apart 
in any discussion, speech or article so that 
people won’t put them together. Each has 
hidden false premises, and when you con¬ 
sider them all together, they become truly 
ominous. 

I’m going to discuss each of these stan¬ 
dards in isolation first. Then, I’ll put them 
all together so you can see how the sum is 
less than the parts. 

Standard 1: Everyone should have equal 
access to medical care. 

This is probably the most frightening of 
all the standards. It asserts that everyone 
has a right to receive medical treatment 
from a doctor. That is, those who have 
expended many years of effort, money, and 
dedication to obtain the knowledge and 
skills of treating disease and restoring health 
are servants of anyone who claims to need 
the use of the doctor’s services. 

In short, doctors don’t have the rights 

of other professionals to choose who they 

provide care for. The person who eats 

terribly, doesn’t exercise, chain smokes, 

* . 

drinks to excess, and refuses to enroll m 
treatment programs must receive “equal 
access” to a doctor’s service as the person 
who is responsible about her own health, 
but has an unforeseeable accident. The 
drunk driver should get the same care as the 
unfortunate victim hit by her car. The 
doctor has no choice in the matter. 

Let me emphasize this point—not only 
is the standard impractical, as I’ve sug¬ 
gested with the examples above. It is more 
importantly immoraL The lives of the 
responsible patients and the caring doctors 
are sacrificed to the lives of the irrespon¬ 
sible patients and the uncaring doctors. 

The idea that medical treatment is a 
right of citizenship is a dangerous notion 
and is accepted by far too many of those on 
both sides of the debate about reform. It is 
usually couched in the trendy terms of 
“universal access,” as if medical care were 
there for the taking, and we just need to 
open the gates for everyone to enter. So 
long as this notion persists, the continuing 
takeover of medicine by the state can’t 
hope to be stopped; it is only a matter of 
time. One can witness the eventual results 
by looking at the Chicago school system— 
a place where the “right” to a service— 
namely teaching—has been operating for 
decades with visibly disastrous results. 

Standard 2: The quality of care received 
should be maintained at its current high 
level. 

If the idea of “equal access” is accepted, 
then it becomes necessary to argue about 
what it is to which one is allowed access. 


can possibly be delivered. This is why 
medical treatment, like any other desirable 
scarce product, is subject to the laws of 
economics. Most of those who don’t cur¬ 
rently have health insurance have been 
priced out of the medical marketplace by 
burdensome government regulations. Most 
often, this issue is even further obscured by 
the use of the term “health care”—an ex¬ 
tremely broad term encompassing every¬ 
thing from by-pass surgery to a good exer¬ 
cise program—in place of “medical treat¬ 
ment” which is a specific term defining 
services performed by medical workers. 

The first step people usually take is to 


— i s impossible without simply including 
everything. If anyone watched the 
President’s speech on “health carei-eform”, 
you know that this is basically what he did, 
including in his “basic package” such things 
as preventative care, mental health services, 
and eventually long-term care. 

This brings me a couple of points about 
the “basic package”: 

First, an example of a case where as it has 
already been tried. In Oregon, Medicaid 
agreed to cover almost all of the state’s 
uninsured population. In order to do so, a 
list was created based on a complex cost- 
benefit analysis of medical procedures. 
Several meetings inviting citizens to ex¬ 
press their opinions were held, telephone 
surveys were conducted, expert panels were 
consulted, and everyone tried their best to 
create a “true” list of benefits that should be 
covered by Medicaid. In the end, the cost- 


NATIONAL HEALTH CARE 
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define a “basic minimum” of care to which benefit analysis was completely throum out 
everyone should have access. This sounds in favor of political decisions . That is, all 
reasonable enough in the abstract, but it only attempts at impersonal, objective analysis 
takes a bit of mental effort to see why this were discarded in favor of outright political 
won’t work. How would you decide what a bargaining. Clinton’s “managed competi- 
“basic minimum” of care might be? How tion promises to bring at least one more 
about “whatever care one needs to physically layer of potential political corruption to 
survive”? Well, what I need to survive, in the medical world. 

terms of medical treatment, is likely quite Here is a second example of a real 
different from what my dad needs, or my world” case of a basic benefit package. The 
mother needs, or what my nephew needs. I President’s recently released list of services 
don’t particularly want gynecological care that would be covered by a basic benefit 
since I’m male, but I would like something package included preventative services, 
for my migraine headaches. I don’t need mental health services, and long-term care 
insulin to survive, but my diabetic friend services, and dental services. All of these 
Braddoes. As a young person, I want preven- things, especially preventative care, are ser- 
tative services and insurance for an unex- vices whose demand is highly dependent 
pected catastrophe. My grandma, on the on cost. That is, if it is suddenly covered , 
other hand, doesn’t have much use for pre- and “somebody else” (i.e. the government, 
ventative services other than pain medication i.e. all taxpayers) is paying for it, the de¬ 
fer her arthritis. I could continue endlessly, mand skyrockets. Thus, by covering al¬ 
and I encourage everyone reading this think most everything, a basic package virtu- 
about it. Everyone has different medical ally guarantees that demand and costs 
needs, so defining a “basic minimum” that will increase exponentially. As we will see, 
applies universally—since access is universal Clinton’s suggestion that his “health secu¬ 


rity” plan would save money is a blatant 
lie. 

Since the current members of the medi¬ 
cal care profession are already over¬ 
whelmed by the current demand for care, 
there is no possible way for them to 
provide even more care in the future. 
Thus, inevitably, two things will happen. 
First, the quality of care offered for “basic 
services” covered by the taxpayers will 
decline. Second, many won’t receive any 
care at all—because the wait to receive 
care will be too long to be of sufficient 
value to warrant the wait. There is little 
reason to expect quality to be maintained. 
Which brings us to the third standard. 
Standard 3: Cut costs. 

This is the issue that’s really been driv¬ 
ing forward the insistence for immediate 
reform—exponentially increasing medi¬ 
cal costs. The price for receiving medical 
care has risen faster than inflation for 
years (the most dramatic increases began 
shortly after government instituted Medi¬ 
care and Medicaid, incidentally). So, in 
some ways, this standard is at the top of 
every list. Canada’s system of national 
health insurance is touted for controlling 
costs. States are being bankrupted by 
their Medicaid budgets. 

Nobody will be taken seriously who 
suggest a revision for the U.S. health care 
system that doesn’t promise to cut costs, 
or at least decrease the rate of inflation of 
health care costs. 

Unfortunately, nobody seems to know 
why costs are rising so rapidly. 

Many suggest it is the rapid diffusion 
of technology, particularly “end-of-life” 
technology. But why, then, is the price of 
other technology dropping? Computers 
are constantly improving, and their prices 
drop almost monthly. To the extent that 
this is true, the reason is that government 
reimbursement is for procedures per¬ 
formed—the more expensive the proce¬ 
dure, the more money the government 
would pay. Of course, most politicians 
blame the “greedy” entrepreneurs who 
invent the machines they were encour¬ 
aged to invent and the “greedy” doctors 
who use the machines to treat patients. 
Otherwise, who would trust them to cut 
costs this time around? 

Others point to malpractice claims. 
Some of the rewards to claimants are 
enormous, which increases the premi¬ 
ums all doctors pay for malpractice insur¬ 
ance. In fact, many MDs have left the 
field because their malpractice insurance 
premiums are too high. Also, doctors are 
compelled to practice “defensive medi¬ 
cine” in which they do many, many tests 
to “cover” themselves from legal prob¬ 
lems in the case of a bad outcome for 
which a patient might sue. Although 
there is some truth in this claim, most 

See Health Care on page 11 
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required for participation. 

Environmental Concerns Organization: 

★★★★ 

The Environmental Concerns Organization (ECO) 
makes those cute little mugs that everyone seems to tote 
around campus. Their major accomplishment consists of 
the yearly Earth Week, when ECO and other like-minded 
organizations spread the gospel: this earth needs saving; 
this earth doesn’t belong to us; the environment is going to 
hell in a handbasket; there is no more space for our garbage. 
But what’s New Jersey for then? 

ECO performs commendable work in promoting envi¬ 
ronmental awareness. But while ECO’s principles are 
laudable, their means are flawed. Rather than realize that 
the “tragedy of the commons” is caused by the lack of 
property rights, ECO seeks to repair this tragedy by 
promoting government intervention and by increasing the 
public domain. Supposedly the same government which is 
directly or indirectly responsible for many of the ecological 
problems of the world should be entrusted with cleaning 
up its own mess. 

The Federalist Society: 

★★ 

This organization of the Law School promotes conser¬ 
vative thought primarily through lectures and events at the 
Law School. In the past The Federalist Society attracted 
many influential conservatives; such as an address by 
Senator Orrin Hatch and a lecture by notable Burkean 
scholar Russell Kirk. Last year Federalist Society appeared 
to invite speakers to campus whose interest was primarily 
limited to law school students. 

The Fourth Estate: 

★★★ 

Taking its name from Edmund Burke’s label for the 
press, the Fourth Estate (4E) labels itself “The Conserva¬ 
tive Journal of the University of Chicago.” The 4E has 
increasingly focused on reporting the happenings of Stu¬ 
dent Government. 

Gay and Lesbian Alliance (GALA): 
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The promotion of gay and lesbian “rights” is a major 
concern of this extremely active homosexual organization. 
GALA utilizes the confrontational tactics of other gay 
advocacy groups: kiss-ins, mock marriages, etc Good for 
receiving press, but not necessarily promoting acceptance 
or respect. As one would expect, GALA’s views are quite 
left of center. 


The Gray City JoumalJGC J): 

★★★ 

A former sister publication of the Maroon which has 
returned to independent status this year, the GCJ repre¬ 
sents the leftist community at the U of C. While in the past 
the GCJ’s provided unmatched coverage of gay activities 
and issues, over the past year the GCJ had focused more 
on leftist sophistry and tremendous reliance on outdated, 
outmoded, and failed socialist principles. Their occasional 
outrageous article, such as a love letter to Jodie Foster, and 
an attack on the fraternity system, are usually good for a 
chuckle or two. 

The GCJ also sponsors a series of lectures. If you’re a 
contemporary progressive leftist who has yet to be brain¬ 
washed by the addictive culture of consumption, check 
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them out. Poetry readings, and less political issues, are now 
and then the focus of these events. 

International Socialist Organization: 

★★ 

Despite the empirical failure of socialism, its erroneous 
philosophical basis, and acknowledged worldwide failure 
as a political system, there remains intelligent people who 
continue to believe in socialism — outside of the Clinton 
Administration — and call themselves socialists. The 
International Socialists conduct talks on socialism; includ¬ 
ing lectures on the future of socialism (ha-ha). The Inter¬ 
national Socialists are also responsible for the annoying 
tables at Cobb Hall where they attempt to sell copies of 
their newspaper, and socialist and Marxist “literature.” If 
you stay up late at night trying to mastermind the return 
the modern world’s biggest joke, give the ISO a call, the 
International Socialists are certainly willing to be your 
friends. 



The Maroon is the “official” campus newspaper. They 
have a nice crime map which will someday indicate where 
your best friend’s jalopy was ripped off, where your ex- 
“significant other” was mugged, and when your apartment 
was robbed. 

Model United Nations: 

★★★★★ 

There are two Model UN groups on campus. One is the 
Chicago team which competes well in tournaments across 
the country, and the other organizes tournaments for high 
school teams. The groups are two of the most effective, 
well-funded, and largest groups on campus. A surprisingly 
high percentage of U C students participate in Model UN, 
which is about 6x 1 0 ^^ times more effective than the real 
McCoy. 

Pitch: 

A journal of the arts which comes out yearly and charges 
for its mediocre artwork, the Pitch is not widely known 
or well received on campus. 

The Prism: 

With the departure of the Gray City Journal from the 
Maroon , a new left-wing section had to be formed. The 
Prism is this section. Will it be leftist-liberal or liberal- 
leftist? No one knows. 

UC Republicans: 

★★ 
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Fred Salsbury Jr. 

Consisting of almost exclusively conservatives, UC Re¬ 
publicans promotes the GOP on campus. UC Republicans 
then occasionally brings speakers in to promote Republi¬ 
can politics. While in the past the Republicans have been 
active , they did not sponsor many big events last year. 

Student Government: 

£ ★★★ 

Student Government is the often bashed organization 
which tries to provide the campus with a variety of services. 
Many of these services are rarely used, but Student Gov¬ 
ernment was responsible for Harper becoming a 24 hour 
library during finals week last year. Other than that Stu¬ 
dent Government is usually seen as being ineffective. 
Aspiring political wonks run SG; someday they may run 
the real government. Lord help us in that era of darkness 
and misery! During election season last spring, one party, 
In Absentia, ran on a platform to do away with the SG 
albatross. Maybe this year... 

UC Students for Capitalism in Medicine: 

★ 

This spin-off of UC Objectivists was designed to make 
students aware of the dangers of socialized medicine and 
promote a capitalistic reform of the health care system. 
While they did sponsor several speakers the year before last, 
the organization has since been virtually unheard from. 

The U of C Students of Objectivists: 

★★★★ 

The adherents to the philosophy of Ayn Rand form a 
very organized and committed group of individuals, dedi¬ 
cated to blanketing the University of Chicago with notice 
upon notice of their meetings and lectures. Though their 
goals often coincide with libertarian or conservative view¬ 
points, their somewhat antagonistic attitude succeeds in 
both bringing attention of many, and the scorn of some, to 
their unique philosophical framework from which to 
support liberty. 

UC Students for Women’s Issues: 

★★ 

Focused on the discussion of women’s issues, this 
organization was noted for sponsoring a forum looking for 
common ground on the abortion issue between what was 
advertised as a diversity of viewpoints. The panel did 
include pro-choice and pro-life advocates. 

Womyn’s Union: 

★★★★ 

The Womyn’s Union is a group where affairs pertaining 
to women can be discussed. The Womyn’s Union was 
involved in several controversies last year. The first was the 
exclusion of men from meetings where -sensitive” issues 
where being discussed. The second involved two members 
of the Womyn’s Union complaining of sexual harassment 
on the basis of an offensive fraternity invitation. These 
complaints curiously came just after the Womyn’s Union 
had talked to University officials about the imposition of 
“community standards” on sexual harassment. Hmm.... 



More can be learned about these organizations, and 
many others, at Student Activities Night or by contacting 
the Student Activities Office in Ida Noyes. 
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Whip: George ’Will has said that the Clin¬ 
ton Administration is on the "cutting 
edge” of thirty years-ago. Do you agree. 

Friedman: I don't really agree. It has gone 
much beyond that. The Clinton Adminis¬ 
tration today is by far and away the most 
socialist administration the United States 
has ever had. Now if you go back thirty 
years ago, that takes you back to 1963. 

In 1963 Kennedy was president. The 
government was much smaller than it is 
now. Kennedy introduced tax cuts, not tax 
increases. In many respects the Adminis¬ 
tration today differs sharply from the 
Kennedy Administration of thirty years- 
ago. What I believe George Will has in 
mind, which I believe is entirely correct, is 
not on a national level but on an interna¬ 
tional level. Thirty years-ago it was still 
widely believed worldwide that socialism 
— central control — was an effective way 
to run a society. The fall of the Berlin Wall 
and the collapse of communism have made 
it clear that that's not the case. 

As I often say, we are faced with a situa¬ 
tion which is very paradoxical. Everyone 
agrees that socialism has been a failure. 
Everyone agrees that capitalism has been a 
success, and yet everywhere in the devel¬ 
oped countries the view is therefore, we 
need more socialism. 

Whip: What do you think will be the 
effect of the Clinton tax hikes. Are we 
going to see another recession? 

Friedman: First of all, I don't think we 
want to overestimate the importance of any 
single action. It is a cumulative effect over 
a period of time that is important. The 
Clinton Administration, is in effect, a con¬ 
tinuation of the Bush Administration. The 
Bush Administration reversed all of 
Reagan's major policies in the domestic 
scene. Reaganomics consisted of reducing 
marginal tax rates, reducing regulation, 
and trying to hold government spending 
and have a stable monetary policy fostering 
low inflation. Look at what Mr. Bush did 
in practice: he raised marginal tax rates, 
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increased enormously the amount of regu¬ 
lation through such measures as the Clean 
Air Act, the American for Disabilities Act, 
and go down the line. He left the Fed alone 
and in that respect he really didn't alter the 
situation. 

What is Mr. Clinton doing? Raising 
marginal tax rates still further, increasing 
the amount of regulation and trying to 
expand it into new areas, and promoting a 
rise in government spending. So I would 
say is the Clinton Administration is the 
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Bush Administration writ large. 

Let's look back and see what happened. 
Under Reaganomics, we brought an end to 
major inflation. Inflation came down, in¬ 
terest rates came down, and you had the 
largest post WWII expansion with a sub¬ 
stantial increase in real output. What did 
the Bush Administration do? It reversed 
that policy and plunged us into years of 
stagnation and very slow growth. You would 
expect the Clinton policy would continue 
that. My own guess is that the next three, 


four, five years will be years of stagnation 
and very slow growth. 

Whip: You mentioned the Federal Re¬ 
serve. Some Congressmen want the Fed to 
be less independent and less powerful. Do 
you agree? 

Friedman: You have to distinguish be¬ 
tween the level of criticism you offer. I 
would like to abolish the Federal Reserve. 
I think the Fed has far more harm than 
good in its existence, so I would like to 
completely eliminate it. But I'm not going 
to do that [laughs]. 

Therefore, you have to ask, given the Fed 
as it stands, what would you like it to do? 
The Fed has been in the past several years 
too restrictive. They’ve been concentrating 
too much on pegging the Federal Funds 
Rate, and that is a policy which I think will 
get them into trouble as time passes. 

As to independence, that is a much more 
complicated issue. I am not in favor of an 
independent central bank. 

Whip: Why not? 

Friedman: Because control over the quan¬ 
tity of money in the United States is too 
important in a democratic society to be left 
to an unelected group of appointed offi¬ 
cials. 

My extreme proposal is to eliminate the 
Fed. The next best would to make the 
Federal Reserve a department within the 
Treasury Department. You no longer would 
have a situation in the Fed can say things 
are going wrong because of fiscal policy, 
and the Treasury claims things are going 
wrong because the monetary policy. 

The major function of the Fed, in fact, 
politically, has been a shock absorber to 
divert criticism from Congress on the one 
hand and Treasury on the other. 

Whip: Under your proposal, you would 
have full accountability. 

Friedman: Absolutely. The major goal of 
the Fed throughout its existence has to 
avoid accountability. Here you have an 
institution which has a dreadful record. It 
presided over a doubling of price levels 
during World War I; it produced a major 
contraction/depression in 1920-21; it con¬ 
verted a recession during 1928-29 into a 
catastrophic depression; it produced a sub¬ 
sequent recession in 1937-38; it presided 
over a more than doubling of price levels in 
World War II; it presided over the disas¬ 
trous cumulative inflation in the 1970s. It 
is very hard to find any period in which it 
has performed effectively. And yet the sur¬ 
prising thing is, here is an institution which 
has one of worst record of performance 
which you can imagine, and yet it is with¬ 
out a doubt, the institution in Washington 
which has the highest public reputation. 
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JASON HIRSCHMAN 


AN INTERVIEW WITH MILTON FRIEDMAN 


Whip: Moving to another topic, national 
service legislation will so become law. For 
someone who led the fight for an all¬ 
volunteer military this is a disappointing 
move. What will it lead to? 

Friedman: A waste of money. It really is an 
employment program for a limited num¬ 
ber of youth. It is a very expensive program 
and will prove impossible, in my opinion, 
to expand it to the scope that Mr. Clinton 
and the others will like to see it expanded 
to. But again, I think you have to have some 
sense of proportion. The United States is 
an enormously strong and big and tough 
country. It can take a lot of beatings. And 
the National Service program will be a 
small beating, not a big one. 

Whip: One Clinton proportion that 
sounds somewhat promising is Al Gore’s 
“reinventing government” talk. Except he 
wants to make government more efficient 
so he can make it bigger. Do you think 
he’ll get the reform he wants? 

Friedman: That’s never been my view. I 


don’t want government to be more effi¬ 
cient. If a government is doing bad things, 
do I want them to do it efficiendy? Ask any 
of your friends how efficient they want the 
IRS to be. The only way you get efficiency 
is by the ratio of useful output to total 
output. The output the government agen¬ 
cies are going to produce is not useful, and 
yet when people are talking about effi¬ 


ciency, they are implicitly treating that 
output as useful. 

In any event, few of the measures which 
Mr. Gore is proposing will be adopted. 
After all, we’ve had one commission after 
another, from the Hoover Commission to 
the Grace Commission. Very hard to be¬ 
lieve this will fair any better. Moreover, 
what is cited as one of the great advantages 


of this proposal is actually one of its greatest 
disadvantages. It is cited as an advantage 
that it was formulated by talking to govern¬ 
ment civil servants, asking what they 
thought was wrong. Isn’t that exactly the 
wrong approach? Don’t we want to judge 
what is wrong in the civil service by an 
external appraiser? 


Whip: We did that more with the Grace 
Commission. 

Friedman: The Grace Commission did 
that and most of the recommendations 
were not adopted. The problem with gov¬ 
ernment is not with its efficiency or ineffi¬ 
ciency. The key problem with government 
is the things it is trying to do which it has 
no business or capacity to do. The impor¬ 
tant issue is, what ought to be the function 
of government? The only way you are 
going to improve the operation of govern¬ 
ment is by eliminating those functions that 
either should have never been done or, if 
there once was a reason, no longer have a 
reason for being. 

It is very dubious that we need a Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. Since 1950 to the 
present, the number of people engaged in 
agriculture has gone down very sharply, 
but the number of employees in the Agri¬ 
culture department has gone up. We have 
an agricultural extension service in every 
county in the United States. Many of those 
counties have no farmers and produce no 
food. So it is hard to say that there should 
be a Department of Agriculture. We ought 
to lop it off. There is one function after 
another that ought not to be done. The 
effective way to eliminate government is to 
eliminate those government agencies that 
are engaged in things that ought not to be 
done. 

Whip: It is very difficult to eliminate 
government, and... 

Friedman: Absolutely! It’s a real problem. 

Whip: So how can we eliminate govern¬ 
ment? What are the ways we can go about 
doing this? 

Friedman: At the moment it is very diffi¬ 
cult, maybe impossible. One was postal 
savings, and I won’t go into the more 
detailed story on that. More recently was 
when they voted to extend old-age benefits 
to long-term care and they received such a 
violent reaction that they repealed it next 



The key problem with government is 
the things it is trying to do which it 
has no business^ or capacity to do. 


year. There are very few examples like that. 

That’s why I believe we must change the 
institutional structure of government, so as 
to make it possible to get rid of some of 
these activities. All the incentives imping¬ 
ing on the people who make our laws are 
perverse. It is in there self interest to keep 
the government as it is, or make it bigger. 
That is how they get the funds for cam¬ 
paigning. That is how they reassure their 
own re-election to Congress. If they are 
members of the civil service, that is how 
they increase their power, and so on. In 
order to do anything, you have to change 
incentives. One step in that direction would 
be the complete adoption of the term limits 
proposal. Now, being a member of Con¬ 
gress is a lifetime activity. If on the other 
hand, membership in Congress was ex¬ 
tremely limited to four years or six years 
than it would no longer be alifetime career. 
Serving in Congress would be a temporary 
interruption in people’s normal lives. Their 
incentives would therefore be different. I 
don’t believe that would be a panacea, but 
it is the only thing I see on the horizon 
which offers much success in the near fu¬ 
ture. 

Whip: What about the balanced budget 
amendment? 

Friedman: I was one of the founders of the 
National Tax Limitation Committee, 
which has been pushing it. In 1982, we 
almost got a good balanced budget amend¬ 
ment that had teeth in it. We got a 2/3 votes 
in the Senate, which is what you need for a 
constitutional amendment. By a miracle 
they got it onto the floor on the House of 
Representatives, and the majority voted for 
it, but not the necessary two-thirds. Since 
that time, given the strong public support 
for the balanced budget amendment, Con¬ 
gress has figured out how to empty the 
balanced budget amendment of any con¬ 
tent — make it into a fake and a fraud. 

The balanced budget amendments which 
has been proposed recently have not be 
effective amendments. It isn’t a balanced 
budget we want — what we want is a 
limitation on government spending. I 
would rather have a government that spent 
$600 billion and had a deficit of $400 
billion than a government that spent $1.5 
trillion and was completely balanced. 

Whip: It seems that a lot of people think 
the deficit is the problem, when it really is 
the size of government—the total amount 
of resources extracted from the produc¬ 
tive private sector — which is the prob¬ 
lem. 

Friedman: The problem is the size of gov¬ 
ernment. It is the fraction of resources of 
our nation that are being wasted. We have 
a curious situation over the last sixty, sev- 
See Friedman page 11 
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SEX, LIES, AND FEMINISTS 


A cquaintance rape and sexual harass¬ 
ment ARE HOT TOPICS IN THE MEDIA AND IN 
wmm—mm FRESHMAN ORIENTATION PROGRAMS NATIONWIDE* 


Here at the U of C students will soon be 
exposed to the Sexual Violence Prevention 
Resource Council s (SVPRC) poster child, 
a WASP jock rapist,, presentations by the 
Alpha Delta Phi fraternity on sexual ha¬ 
rassment (a punishment for distributing a 
controversial party invitation), and endless 
letters to the editor of the Maroon decrying 
the sexist offenses of various individuals 
and groups. 

Katie Roiphe doubts all this publicity 
will diminish threats to young women or 
improve their lives. In The Morning After 
— Sex, Fear, and Feminism on Campus , 
Roiphe, Harvard ’91 and currently a Prin¬ 
ceton graduate student, argues that by em¬ 
phasizing female vulnerability and male 
treachery, the “rape-crisis feminists” bol¬ 
ster the gender stereotypes that tradition¬ 
ally justified oppression of women. Es¬ 
pousing “the deep belief that some femi¬ 
nisms are better than others,” Roiphe, like 
her 1960’s predecessors, favors a feminism 
in which women are men’s equals rather 
than weaker, less responsible, and less com¬ 
petent. 

Roiphe sees feminist paranoia in Take 
Back The Night marches, which for her 
represent spiritual crusades against abstract 
male sexual oppression of women. Rape 
whistles and omnipresent blue lights serve 
more as reminders that women should live 
in fear than as means of ensuring their 
safety. She argues that discussions and 
posters titled “Is Dating Dangerous?”, 
emphasize that all men are potential rap¬ 
ists, fostering the re-emergence of the 
male-predator/female-prey stereotype. By 
putting the number of college rape or at¬ 
tempted rape victims at one in four, a 1985 
Ms. magazine survey entitled, “Date Rape: 
The Story of an Epidemic and Those Who 
Deny It, ” provided strong support for rape- 
crisis feminists. Nevertheless, critics of the 
study such as Berkeley’s Neil Gilman note 
that (in Roiphe’swords), “73 percent of the 
women categorized as rape victims did not 
define their experience as rape” and “42 
percent of the women... later had sex with 
the man who supposedly raped them after 
the supposed rape.” The survey and the 
campus rape crisis are thus “more a way of 
interpreting, a way of seeing, than a physi¬ 
cal phenomenon... more about a change in 
sexual politics than a change in sexual 
behavior.” 

Many colleges and states now treat a 
man who has sex with a drunk woman as a 
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rapist, because a drunk woman is suppos- 
edlyincompetenttoconsent. Roiphe main¬ 
tains that the state should hold women 
responsible for their drunken behavior. “If 
we assume women are not all helpless and 


naive, then shouldn’t they be held respon¬ 
sible for their choice to drink or take drugs?” 
Some feminists maintain that in many 
cases women agree to sex only out of in¬ 
timidation and fear of male power. Thus 
even some consensual sex is rape. Antioch 
College recently adopted a policy stipulat¬ 
ing that men must receive verbal consent 
— women must affirmatively express their 
desires — before every stage of a romantic 
encounter, from kissing to intercourse, or 
they may be expelled from the school. 


Roiphe dissents: “This apparently practi¬ 
cal, apparently clinical proscription cloaks 
retrograde assumptions about the way men 
and women experience sex. The idea that 
only an explicit yes means yes proposes that 
women, like children, have trouble com¬ 
municating what they want. It proposes 
that words are likely to escape us, that we 
are likely to find ourselves tangled in situ¬ 
ations where we can’t assert our desires.” 


Radical feminists such as Andrea Dwor- 
kin and Catharine MacKinnon have at¬ 
tempted to define all sexual relations as 
power relations, equating all sex with rape. 
Roiphe disparages their ideology of women 
as victims and notes its frightening impli¬ 
cations. She quotes MacKinnon’s com¬ 
mentary on the rape trial of William 
Kennedy Smith, “The truth of a given 
accusation should be weighed in the larger 
political balance: did this member of a 
group trained to woman-hating aggression 
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commit this particular act of woman-hat¬ 
ing aggression?” MacKinnon has argued in 
her best selling books, before the Supreme 
Court, and at colleges around the nation 
that that Fourteenth Amendment concerns 
for equal protection of the laws far out¬ 
weigh First Amendment concerns for free 
expression. For example, she seeks wide 
bans on pornography to eliminate perva¬ 
sive sex inequality. Roiphe says, “In 
MacKinnon’s vision of the world, women 
are so downtrodden, men so aggressive, 
pornography so evil, that good and bad, 
male and female, are pitted against each 
other in mortal struggle.” By defining 
sexual harassment to encompass innuendo 
and leers, the rape crisis feminists have 
erased the notion of simple rudeness and 
criminalized even the slightes hint of un¬ 
wanted male sexuality. 

Apparently directing her commentary to 
a female audience, Roiphe does not indi¬ 
cate any concern about the effect of the 
rape crisis on men; subjectively defined 
sexual harassment can set the stage for 
endless litigation against men and false 
accusations of rape, like rape itself, can ruin 
lives. However, she does note such hidden 
costs to women as professors’ reluctance to 
build close relations with female students 
for fear of accusations of harassment. For 
example, at Harvard and Princeton, no 
male professor is willing to close his office 
door while seeing a female student during 
office hours. 

Roiphe also argues that Women’s Stud¬ 
ies and feminist literary criticism have be¬ 
come an escape from the responsibility to 
read primary sources and think indepen¬ 
dently. In the same spirit, the cover story 
of the current issue of liberal Mother Jones 
magazine expresses concern that “feminist 
education” is limiting the potential of col¬ 
lege students: “Most women’s studies pro¬ 
fessors seem to adhere to the following 
principles in formulating classes: women 
were and are oppressed; oppression is en¬ 
demic to our patriarchal social system; 
men, capitalism, and Western values are 
responsible for women’s problems. The 
reading material is similarly bounded in 
political scope (Andrea Dworkin, Catharine 
MacKinnon...) and opposing viewpoints 
are usually presented only through a femi¬ 
nist critique of them.” 

Although Roiphe fails to explicitly place 
Women’s Studies in the context of multi- 
culturalism and the broader politics of vic¬ 
timization, her emphasis on the individual 
responsibility necessary for general equal¬ 
ity between groups has profound implica- 

See Feminist on page 11 
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Feminist continued from page 

rions for much of contemporary liberal 
politics. 

Early in her book, Roiphe attributes 
America’s current fascination with rape 
and sexual harassment to the tension be¬ 
tween a re-emergence of traditional sexual 
restrictions and pressures toward 1960’s 
style sexual liberation. She complains, 
“Now instead of liberation and libido, the 
emphasis is on trauma and disease,” But 
she fails address the causes of the “new 
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fusal to acknowledge and respect women’s 
differences in the social sphere makes it 
difficult to address the real dangers that 
women are more likely to face. Traditional 
social norms helped ensure that men treated 
women civilly and both treated sex as some¬ 
thing special. If sex loses all of its meaning, 
as Roiphe would have it, rape becomes no 
more serious than assault and date rape 
ceases to have meaning. Unfortunately, 
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ethos of sexual conservatism.” For all her 
faults, MacKinnon at least recognizes that 
anatomy is not all that differentiates men 
from women. Her understanding of their 
different historical, political, social, and 
emotional positions, appeals to women 
alienated by the old time feminism. The 
recent rape-crisis movement reveals that 
despite technological and legal support for 
gender neutrality, many women feel com¬ 
pelled to reassert their differences; the 
movement to some extent represents a 
backlash to 1960’s feminsism’s denial of 
femininity. 

Gender differences codified into lawmay 
produce harmful consequences, but a re- 


laws are an unsatisfactory substitutes for 
positive social norms. 

Back in the “good ol’ days,” acquain¬ 
tance rape was not a significant problem on 
college campuses because college adminis¬ 


trators prohibited alcohol, enforced dress 
codes, restricted dormitories and some 
libraries to one sex, made sure parties were 
chaperoned, and enforced a barage of addi¬ 
tional rules that the enlightened students 
of today consider outmoded. Ted Turner, 
for example, was kicked out of Brown 
University for having a girl in his room. 
The 1960’s saw the elimination of such 
limits on students’ freedom, but it appears 


that many of them could not handle their 
new found responsibilities. Acquaintance 
rape emerged as a serious problem on col¬ 
lege campuses (not just because of new 
criteria for rape). 


Matthew Jacobson 

A cautious analysis of sex policy might 
entail an evaluation of options, i.e. chaper¬ 
one (old line conservative), presumed guilt 
(MacKinnon et al.) and presumed inno¬ 
cence (Roiphe et al.), the behavioral change 
each option requires, and the potential 
costs (dollar, emotional, and social) of each 
policy. For example, a presumption of 
guilt in rape cases might make men avoid 
being alone with women they do not know 
well in order to avoid false accusations. But 
one might contend that a reduction in 
rape, or at least unpunished rape, eclipses 
these evils. The presence of a chaperone at 
parties might prevent students from relax¬ 
ing and having fun, but fun may be a fair 
price to pay for less rape. Roiphe’s observa¬ 
tions imply support for a policy of pre¬ 
sumed innocence, in which empowered 
women must take responsibility and avoid 
dangerous situations in order to compen¬ 
sate for a greater risk of unpunished rape. 
Roiphe claims that her books is “not a 
political polemic” to justify her evasion of 
analysis along these lines. Unfortunately, 
most opposing feminists are not arguing in 
this fashion either. 


Health Care continued from page 6 
studies indicate that, as a percentage of 
health expenses, very little is consumed by 
malpractice. 

Everyone’s favorite target is “bureau¬ 
cratic paperwork”. If the over 20% of 
“unnecessary paperwork” were eliminated, 
and less were spent on it as in Canada, then 
all of the uninsured could be paid for many 
“reformers” claim. True enough; this is 
certainly a problem. But it is a problem, 
once again, created primarily by govern¬ 
ment. Government has imposed an in¬ 
credible number of complicated regula¬ 
tions on hospitals. (One of my professors 
last year said he counted over 50 regulatory 
agencies that have jurisdiction of one type 
or another over a hospital in about ten 
minutes without really trying!) Also, 
Canada doesn’t even count many things as 
“paperwork” that the U.S. does in calculat¬ 
ing the figures of interest, and other coun¬ 
tries' accounting is even worse. The answer 
is to start getting rid of regulations and 
mandates; perhaps this is a good place for 
Al Gore to start in “streamlining” govern- 

Friedman continued from page 9 

enty years, the fraction of our resources 
going to the private enterprise system has 
been declining. The fraction going to gov¬ 
ernment has been rising, so now it’s about 
50-50. Our problems arise from the failure 
of government. Our successes arise from 
the productivity of private enterprise. So 
what we have been doing is feeding failures 
and starving success. 

Whip: Decades ago, you were advocating 
school choice ... 

Friedman: Yes, indeed. 

Whip: And in 1994, school choice will be 
on the ballot in California. The teacher 


ment. 

Here’s the real kicker. Now let’s try and 
put this whole thing together. 

After requiring doctors to accept all pa¬ 
tients, then requiring more services than 
ever to be treated, then suggesting that the 
quality of care delivered remains high (and, 
incidentally, promising to allow “free 
choice” of doctors” for all patients), gov¬ 
ernment suggests it will cut costs! This is 
simply a matter of lying to the public. The 
promise is basically to suspend economic 
truths to sell the public a health care plan. 
Furthermore, the public is told that the 
current system is in shambles, that a crisis 
is imminent, and that only the benevolent 
hand of government can step in to save us 
from the greedy doctors, pharmaceutical 
companies, and insurance companies. 

Why is this possible? Primarily because 
nearly everyone, liberals and conservatives 
alike, assert that there is a “right” to medi¬ 
cal services. Everyone has decided that 
health professionals owe their services to 
people, that those who are healthy should 
subsidize those who are unhealthy, regard- 

unions are vehemently against it ... 

Friedman: Oh, yes there are. 

Whip: Will it pass? And are you con¬ 
cerned about additional regulations being 
levied against private schools? 

Friedman: People misunderstand the situ¬ 
ation about the regulation of private schools. 
The capacity of the state to regulate private 
schools derives from compulsory school¬ 
ing. That’s why private school are now 
regulated 

The initiative we have on the ballot this 
fall in California specifies that the regula¬ 
tions imposed on private schools may not 
be increased except with a very large, super- 


less of the reasons for their health status. 
This is not to say that doctors can, and 
should, offer care to people who need it but 
can’t currently pay for it—as they always 
have. Instead, it is to say that doctors owe 
their services to anyone who claims them. Just 
imagine if that were the case in your own 
life—that you owed your efforts to anyone 


majority of the legislature. In the case of the 
California initiative, you have a good deal 
of protection against it in the law. In the 
second place, as private schools proliferate 
and the public school system gets smaller, 
the power of public school unions will go 
down, not up. That’s why they are so 
desperate to defeat it. 

The power of the school bureaucracy, 
including their trade unions, is enormous. 
In California they have pledged to spend a 
minimum of $14 million to defeat it. We 


who claimed them. 

Until the false idea that people are en¬ 
titled, by right, to the services of others is 
understood by people, the take over of the 
medical profession by the federal bureau¬ 
cracy won’t be stopped. 


can’t raise anything like that sum of money 
to promote our view. We’d be lucky to raise 
a couple million dollars. In past cases, the 
vested interests have always succeeded. In 
every case I have been involved with, they 
have ultimately defeated the initiative. 
They may be successful this time too. I am 
not unduly optimistic However, there is 
no doubt — the support for choice is 
rising, and sooner or later, one will succeed. 
It is an idea whose time has really come. 
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They were such a progressive couple they tried to 
adopt a gay baby. 

—Anonymous 

Don’t join the bookburners... the right to say ideas, 
the right to record them, and the right to have them 
accessible to others is unquestioned — or this isn’t 
America. 

—Dwight D. Eisenhower 

The best minds are not in government. If any were 
business would hire them away. 

—Ronald Reagan 

“Boyfriends” weren’t friends at all; they wereprizes, 
escorts, symbols of achievement, fascinating strang¬ 
ers, the Other. 

—Susan Allen Torn 

Oh, the shark has pretty teeth, dear 

And he shows them pearly white. 

Just a jack-knife has Macheath, dear 

And he keeps it out of sight. 

—Bertolt Brecht 

Oh Lord, make me chaste, but not yet. 

—St. Augustine 

Liberal institutions straightaway cease from being 
liberal the moment they are soundly established. 

—Friedrich Nietzsche 

If only no one had told them I was mad. Then I 
wouldn’t be. 

—Kate Millett 

The quickest way to end a war is to lose it. 

—George Orwell 

Proust’s tea cake has nothing on one hour in a 
college dorm. 

—Gloria Steinem 

I know that the spades are swords of a soldier. I 
know that the clubs are weapons of war. I know that 
diamonds mean money for this art, but that's not the 
shape of my heart. 

—Sting, “Shape of My Heart” 
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| Every man knows that a woman has, a dozen 
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they don't have to sew buttons. 
—Haywood Broun 
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—Hannah Cowley 
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So finely toned, with many artificial toms, 
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NOTE 


Aristotle was famous for knowing everything. He 
taught that the brain exists merely to cool the blood 
and was not involved in the process of thinking. This 
is true only of certain persons. 

—Will Cuppy 

The aim of a joke is not to degrade the human 
being, but to remind him that he is already degraded. 

—George Orwell 

How fatally the entire want of humor cripples the 
mind. 

—Alice James 

What’s with you men? Would hair stop growing on 
your chest if you asked directions somewhere? 

—Erma Bombeck 

Life is painful, nasty and short... in my case it has 
only been painful and nasty. 

—Djuna Barnes 

What is robbing a bank compared with founding a 
bank? 

—Bertolt Brecht 

The only times a woman really succeeds in chang¬ 
ing a man is when he’s a baby. 

—Natalie Wood 

In love as in sport, the amateur status must be 
strictly maintained. 

—Robert Graves 

You cannot put a rope around the neck of an idea; 
you cannot put an idea up against a barrack-square 
wall and riddle it with bullets; you cannot confine it 
in the strongest prison cell that your slaves could ever 
build. 

—Sean O’Casey 

The secret of happiness is to admire without desir¬ 
ing. 

And that is not happiness. 

—Anonymous 

There are men I could spend eternity with. But not 
this life. 

—Kathleen Norris 

Liberalism is a running sore, and its surviving 
proponents/are vile beyond printable descriptions. 

—Ezra Pound 
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